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§470.12

(d) Support for each category in para-
graph (c) of this section shall not, for a
single participant in the program, in-
cluding affiliates, exceed the following
limits for any project—

(1) For idea development, $10,000;

(2) For device development, $50,000;
and

(3) For demonstration, $50,000.

(4) A participant may receive under a
subsequent program solicitation—

(i) Additional support for a funded
project or;

(ii) Initial support for a new project,
subject to the support limits set forth
in paragraphs (b) and (d) of this sec-
tion.

§470.12 Management.

(a) The program shall be managed by
a National Program Director within
the Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Conservation and Solar Energy of
DOE.

(b) The program shall be imple-
mented regionally, based on the 10
standard Federal regions or combina-
tions thereof, to insure substantial
consideration of the needs, resources,
and special circumstances of local com-
munities. Regions may be combined
provided the requirements of Office of
Management and Budget Circular A-106
entitled ‘‘Standard Federal Regula-
tions”” are met. Regional Program
Managers shall design and manage the
regional programs as directed by the
National Program Director and shall
consult, as appropriate, with State and
local officials, the appropriate tech-
nology community and other inter-
ested parties.

§470.13 Program solicitation.

(a) The Regional Program Managers
shall be responsible for the preparation
of program solicitations which solicit
proposals for support under the pro-
gram pursuant to simplified applica-
tion procedures. Projects may be sup-
ported under the program only if they
have successfully completed under a
program solicitation.

(b) Each program solicitation shall
include—

(1) A description of the program;

(2) The eligibility requirements;

(3) A time schedule for submission of,
and action on, proposals;
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(4) A simple application form for sub-
mitting a proposal for support under
the program, together with instruc-
tions for completing the application
form;

(5) Evaluation criteria, along with a
narrative description of their relative
importance;

(6) An explanation of the evaluation
and selection procedures, including a
notice to proposers that if the proposer
expressly indicates that only Govern-
ment evaluation is authorized, DOE
may be unable to give full consider-
ation to the proposal.

(7) Other applicable information,
terms and conditions, including the de-
sired budget format;

(8) Place for, and manner of, submis-
sion;

(9) A unique number for identifica-
tion purposes;

(10) A statement notifying potential
proposers that an announcement does
not commit DOE to pay any proposal
perparation costs and that DOE re-
serves the right to select for support
any, all, or none of the proposals re-
ceived in response to a solicitation;

(11) A late proposal provision;

(12) A statement notifying proposers
how to identify information in the pro-
posal which the proposer does not want
disclosed for purposes other than the
evaluation of the proposal.

(13) A statement notifying proposers
that all information contained in the
proposal will be handled in accordance
with the policies and procedures set
forth in DOE-AR and DOE-PR, as appli-
cable, and disclosed, if appropriate, in
accordance with 10 CFR part 1004 enti-
tled ‘‘Freedom of Information.”

(14) A statement notifying proposers
of their right to request a debriefing
pursuant to the procedures set forth in
§470.18; and

(15) A statement notifying proposers
of their right to request a waiver of
DOE’s title to inventions made under
the program.

(c) Each program solicitation shall
be synopsized in the Commerce Business
Daily prior to or concurrent with re-
lease. The program solicitation also
shall be announced to appropriate
newspapers, trade and technical publi-
cations, and State and local govern-
ments, and shall be circulated directly
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to interested individuals, entities, and
associations thereof, to the maximum
extent feasible.

§470.14 Evaluation and selection.

(a) Prior to making a comprehensive
evaluation of a proposal, the receiving
office shall determine that it contains
sufficient technical, cost, and other in-
formation to enable comprehensive
evaluation and that it has been prop-
erly signed. If the proposal does not
meet these requirements, a prompt
reply shall be sent to the proposer, in-
dicating the reason(s) for the proposal
not being selected for support under
the program solicitation. A proposer
may correct any minor informality or
irregularity or apparent clerical mis-
take prior to the entering into of
grants, contracts, or cooperative agree-
ments. A minor informality or irregu-
larity is one which is merely a matter
of form and not of substance or per-
tains to some immaterial or incon-
sequential defect or variation from the
exact requirements of the program an-
nouncement.

(b)(1) The Regional Program Manager
shall select a number of technical eval-
uation reviewers representing several
disciplines to ensure adequate tech-
nical review of proposals.

(2) After receiving nominations from
each State or combinations of States
within the Region, the Program Man-
ager shall select a number of State re-
viewers for each State or combinations
of States, respectively. The nomina-
tions and selections of State reviewers
shall take into consideration represen-
tation by persons from a variety of
backgrounds, in order that the review-
ers are able to evaluate proposals of po-
tential merit in various fields and from
various types of proposers.

(3) The Regional Program Manager or
designee shall provide proposals to the
technical evaluation and State review-
ers and shall provide their findings and
comments to the selection panel estab-
lished pursuant to paragraph (3) of this
section.

(4) In carrying out the responsibil-
ities set forth in paragraphs (b) (1), (2)
and (3) of this section, the Regional
Program Manager (i) shall determine
the number of technical evaluation and
State reviewers who shall review each

§470.14

proposal; (ii) shall determine the se-
quence of the technical and State re-
view; (iii) may designate a person to
serve as both a technical and State re-
viewer, if appropriate to the needs of
the program in the Region. A
decription of the Program Manager’s
determinations under this paragraph
shall be included in the Program Solic-
itation pursuant to §470.13(b)(6).

(c) Each technical evaluation re-
viewer shall evaluate those proposals
which he or she receives from the Re-
gional Program Manager or designee
and shall provide his or her findings to
the Regional Program Manager or des-
ignee. In addition to the general cri-
teria underlying the establishment of
the program as set forth in §470.10, the
major criteria to be considered by each
technical evaluation reviewer shall in-
clude—

(1) Whether the proposal is tech-
nically feasible, including a determina-
tion as to whether the proposed energy
savings or energy production can be
technically achieved;

(2) Whether the results being pro-
posed are capable of being measured;

(3) Whether the proposal has any po-
tential environmental, health and safe-
ty impacts; and

(4) From a technical standpoint,
whether the proposal can be carried
out within the funds being requested.

(d) Each State reviewer shall evalu-
ate those proposals which he or she re-
ceives from the Program Manager or
designee and shall provide his or her
findings and comments to the Program
Manager or designee. In addition to the
general criteria underlying establish-
ment of the program as set forth in
§470.10, the criteria to be considered by
each State reviewer shall include—

(1) The potential impact of the pro-
posal on the energy needs and require-
ments of the community or region;

(2) The energy resource involved and
its importance or availability to the
community or region;

(3) The expected energy savings or
production that will result from the
proposal and the significance of those
savings or production to the energy re-
quirements of the community or re-
gion;

(4) The institutional barriers that
may substantially affect the proposal
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